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REMARKS 

This Amendment, submitted in response to the non-final Office Action dated 
January 15, 2003, is believed to be fully responsive to the points of rejection raised 
therein. Accordingly, favorable reconsideration on the merits is respectfully requested. 

Claims 1, 3-12, 14, 16-22, 24, 26-29, 31-35, 37-44, 46-51, and 53-67 are pending. 
Claims 2, 13, 15, 23, 25, 30, 36, 45, 52 and 68 are cancelled above. Claims 1, 6, 11, 12, 
14, 16, 20, 21, 24, 28, 31, 37, 42, 44, 46, 53, 60, 63 and 67 are amended. No new matter 
has been added by the amendments. 

Claims 1, 3 and 5 have been rejected under 35 USC 102(b) over US Patent No. 
4,515,524 (Fisher). Claims 12, 17, 60-62 and 64 have been rejected under 35 USC 
102(b) over US Patent No. 3,123,285 (Lee). 

Claim 4 has been rejected under 35 USC 103(a) over Fisher. Claims 18 and 19 
have been rejected under 35 USC 103(a) over Lee. Claims 21, 23, and 27 have been 
rejected under 35 USC 103(a) over Lee, in view of US patent No. 6,027,305 (Ng). 
Claims 28, 34-36, 41, 44, 50-52 and 57 have been rejected under 35 USC 103(a) over US 
patent No. 3,690,786 (Silvestri) in view of Lee. Claims 65 and 66 have been rejected 
under 35 USC 103(a) over Lee, in view of Ng. 

Claims 2, 6-8, 9-11, 15, 16, 20, 22, 24-26, 30-33, 37-40, 42, 43, 45-49, 53-56, 58, 
59, 63, 67 and 68 were found to be allowable if rewritten to overcome the "rejection(s) 
under 35 USC 112, second paragraph, set forth in this Office action" and to include the 
recitations of the base and any intervening claims. 

Regarding the reference on page 8 of the Office Action to the "rejection(s) under 
35 USC 112, second paragraph, set forth in this Office action," Applicants note that there 
were no rejections under 35 USC 112, second paragraph, in the Office Action dated 
January 15, 2004. Applicants thank the Examiner for the voicemail of April 9, 2004 
confirming that this comment was unintentional and that there were no rejections under 
35 USC 112, second paragraph. 

1. Claims 1, 3-11: 

The Examiner indicated that original Claim 2 is allowable. Applicants have 
amended Claim 1 to include the additional recitations of original Claim 2. Claims 3-5, 9 
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and 10 depend from amended Claim 1. Applicants respectfully submit that Claims 1, 3-5, 
9 and 10 are in condition for allowance. 

The Examiner indicated that original Claim 6 is allowable. Claim 6 has been 
rewritten in independent form to include the recitations of the base and intervening 
claims. Claims 7 and 8 depend from amended Claim 6. Applicants respectfully submit 
that Claims 6-8 are in condition for allowance. 

The Examiner indicated that original Claim 1 1 is allowable. Claim 1 1 has been 
rewritten in independent form to include the recitations of the base and intervening 
claims. In view of the above. Applicants respectfully submit that Claims 1 and 3-11 are 
in condition for allowance. 

2. Claims 12, 14 and 16-20: 

The Examiner indicated that Claims 15 and 16 contain allowable subject matter. 
Claim 12 has been amended to include the recitations of original Claim 15. Claims 14 
and 16-19 depend from Claim 12. 

The Examiner also indicated that original claim 20 contains allowable subject 
matter. Claim 20 has been rewritten in independent form. In view of the above, 
Applicants respectfully submit that Claims 12, 14 and 16-20 are in condition for 
allowance. 

3. Claims 21, 22, 24, 26, 27: 

The Examiner indicated that original Claim 25 is allowable. Applicants have 
amended Claim 21 to include the additional recitations of original Claim 25. Claims 22, 
26 and 27 depend from amended Claim 21. 

The Examiner indicated that original Claim 24 is allowable. Applicants have 
rewritten Claim 24 in independent form. 

Applicants respectfully submit that Claims 21, 22, 24, 26 and 27 are in condition 
for allowance. 

4. Claims 28, 29, 31-35, and 37-43: 

Claim 28 has been amended to include the additional recitation of original Claim 
30. On page 8 of the Office Action, the Examiner indicated that original Claim 30 
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contains allowable subject niatter. In addition, Claims 29, 31-35 and 41 depend from 
amended Claim 28. Accordingly, Applicants submit that Claims 28, 29, 31-35 and 41 are 
in condition for allowance. 

Claim 37 has been rewritten in independent form. Claims 38-40 depend from 
Claim 37. On page 8 of the Office Action, the Examiner indicated that original Claim 37 
contains allowable subject matter. Accordingly, Applicants submit that Claims 37-40 are 
in condition for allowance. 

Claim 42 has been rewritten in independent form. Claim 43 depends from Claim 
42. On page 8 of the Office Action, the Examiner indicated that original Claim 42 
contains allowable subject matter. Accordingly, Applicants submit that Claims 42 and 43 
are in condition for allowance. 

5. Claims 44, 46-51, and 53-59: 

Claim 44 has been amended to include the additional recitation of original Claim 
45. On page 8 of the Office Action, the Examiner indicated that original Claim 45 
contains allowable subject matter. In addition, Claims 50, 51 and 57-59 depend from 
amended Claim 44. Accordingly, Applicants submit that Claims 44, 50, 51 and 57-59 are 
in condition for allowance. 

Claim 46 has been rewritten in independent form. On page 8 of the Office 
Action, the Examiner indicated that original Claim 46 contains allowable subject matter. 
In addition, Claims 47-49 depend from amended Claim 46. Accordingly, Applicants 
submit that Claims 46-49 are in condition for allowance. 

Claim 53 has been rewritten in independent form. Claims 54-56 depend from 
Claim 53. On page 8 of the Office Action, the Examiner indicated that original Claim 53 
contains allowable subject matter. Accordingly, Applicants submit that Claims 53-56 are 
in condition for allowance. 

6. Claims 60-67: 

Claim 60 has been amended to include the additional recitation of original Claim 
68. On page 8 of the Office Action, the Examiner indicated that original Claim 68 
contains allowable subject matter. In addition. Claims 61, 62, and 64-66 depend from 
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amended Claim 60. Accordingly, Applicants submit that Claims 60-62 and 64-66 are in 
condition for allowance. 

Claims 63 and 67 have been rewritten in independent form. On page 8 of the 
Office Action, the Examiner indicated that original Claims 63 and 67 contain allowable 
subject matter. Accordingly, Applicants submit that Claims 63 and 67 are in condition 
for allowance. 

In view of the above. Applicants respectfully submit that all of the pending 
claims, namely Claims 1, 3-12, 14, 16-22, 24, 26-29, 31-35, 37-44, 46-51, and 53-67, are 
in condition for allowance. 
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CONCLUSION 



In view of the foregoing, Applicants respectfully submit that the application is in 
condition for allowance. Favorable reconsideration and prompt allowance of the 
application are respectfully requested. 

Should the Examiner believe that anything further is needed to place the 
application in even better condition for allowance, the Examiner is requested to contact 
Applicants* undersigned representative at the telephone number below. 



General Electric Company 
Building Kl, Room 3A72 
Schenectady, New York 12301 

Telephone: (518) 387-5349 




Respectfully subnutted. 



Penny A. Clarke 
Reg. No. 46, 627 
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